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J K Hartman

Assistant Manager for Transition
and Environmental Restoration

DOE RFO

Attn S R Grace
OPERABLE UNIT NO 2 (OU 2) SCHEDULE IMPACTS RLB 260 93

The Operable Unit (OU) 1 negotiations have impacted the OU 2 schedule Groundwater
contaminants of concem (COCs) were planned to be presented to the regulatory agencies on
March 19 1993 However the OU 1 negotiations necessitated changes in the methodology for
determining these COCs which delayed presentation of this data

The method OU 2 is using for determining the COCs was presented to the regulatory agencies on
May 26 1993 The agencies agreed with the methodology that was used Groundwater COC
determination was already proceeding at the time of agency approval in order to maintain the
schedule - -

Because of the delay in COC determination other related tasks have been delayed including
contaminant transport modeling and toxicity assessment. The schedule delay is estimated at
approximately three months This was calculated by taking the planned date for groundwater COC
determination of March 19 1993 from the anticipated completion date of June 14 19983

We are still working fowards meeting the extension request schedule date of December 16 1993 for
submuttal of the OU 2 Draft Phase Il RCRA Facilities Investigatiorv Remedial Investigation (RFVRI)
Report to the agencies In order to meet this date the following applies

A qualitative uncertainty analysis will be done instead of a quantitative uncertainty analysis for the
human health nsk assessment The quantitative uncertainty analysis would probably result in a
lower Reasonable Maximum Exposure (RME) In the case of OU 1 the agencies stated that they
preferred the use of a point estimate of the RME exposure instead of a quantitative uncertainty
analysis However a quanttative uncertainty analysis aliows DOE the ability to negotiate an
appropnate RME If schedule and budget permits a ngorous qualitative analysis will be done If
more time 1s available the quantitative uncertainty analysis will be done instead These
uncertainty analyses are not specified by any work plan or regulatory guidance

Bounding factors will be used for the exposure factors that are chemical specific. This was the
accepted method used by OU 1 but probably yields a higher risk than is obtained by doing
chemical specific calculations Operable Unit No 2 had onginally planned on doing the more
scientifically based in depth calculations

All tasks are being expedited Any partial work that can be done early is being done rather thanv 4¢/
warting for completion of the predecessor task REVIEWED FOR CLASSIFICATIONZUCNI
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As discussed at the OU 2 extension request meetings work Is being done prior to agency
approval of Technical Memoranda (Tech Memos) Thus includes bedrock drilling in advance of
formal approval of the TM 8 Bedrock Work Plan groundwater modeling completed before the
formal approval of tech memo TM 6 Modeling groundwater COC determination before writing the
COC Tech Memo and groundwater toxicity assessments are planned to begin concurrent with
writing the Toxicity Assessment TM  The project nisk of agency rejection is being mimimized by

Timely meetings and intenm product draft submittals to the agencies to present information
and get approval on methods or data that will be included in Tech Memos and

When possible methods are used that were used by OU 1 and were previously approved by
the agencies

One OU wide nsk assessment and a imtted number of anomaly assessments are in progress in
order to meet the December 16 1993 schedule A detailed analysis of the impact on the OU 2
schedule from the nsk assessments agreed to during the OU 1 negotiations is being conducted
and will be sent to DOE on June 4 1993 This will include the assumptions consequences and
benefits of several nsk options and will include an EG&G recommendation for which option to i
follow

As discussed in the OU 2 extension request meetings only the information available from the
bedrock program will be presented in the Draft Phase Il RFI/RI report  EG&G assumes that the
agencies have netther formally approved nor disapproved of this approach but are aware of this

If you have any questions or comments concerning this letter please contact A L Primrose of
Remedtation Project Management at extension 8618 :
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R L Benedetti

Associate General Manager
Environmental Restoration Management
EG&G Rocky Flats Inc
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